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cCJmpe:isation during the S'-ibject periods of tlir.e. 
2n "ugcis t 23, 1980, the 3011rd of Review of the Indus trial 
Co:nmission o: Dtah upheld che decision of the "~peal ~eferee to deny 
;..;...~exploy:nent cl~i.ms. 
PSliJ.1ISSIGN TO ADDRESS TH::: CCU?.'.'.' 
Pe ti tio::.er, Gera2.d L. ~.~· ood.!Ilansee seeks a reversal o:' pre~rious 
a:i~ J.:iica tions. Hore iJr,portantly, he concludes cy listing the maj o::- poir, ts 
that have motivated :his appeal to the highest cou::-t in the state of Utah. 
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4. The a;_t::·?llant Gerald L. Wood:nansee, further feels that the 
St11te Jnemployment statues have be3n forced by Federal considerations and 
ieny him his individ;ial rights, 
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2xpress his gri.evaLces in this case. 
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